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Nsrmaaa l-Tssaa cinarma, agec aoou! oo
vsars, s/o. Late Shri Haricharan Sharma,
worKing as Assistant Kevenue snspector;
Office of the Nagar Paiika Nigain, Jaodaipui
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(Writ Petition uncier Articie 223'227 of Constiiuiion of Snaia)

SB: Hon'bie SVir. Satish K. Acinihotri, u.

T838nt^ Mr. ^samssr tssnsr. AGVoca?9 Tor IHQ OSTIZIOHS?

Mr. Arun Sao. Govt. Advocate for the State.
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A£;rT!^HffiKs. h(siptir, wnsrsoy ?ns p'sxition'sr n^s GSSH aifsciso ip rs^ir^ on

atiasnlna ths age of superannuatjon wlth effect from 2S-2-200S.
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3) Per contra, Mr. Arun Sao,/iearned counsel gppearing for the

respondenfs/State, submits that the impugned order is just and proper. The age

of retirement is 58 years, not 60 years. The petltioner has failed to produce any

document in support of his case.

4) On perusal of the impugned order, it is evident that the petitioner was

directed to reiire on attainina the aae of suDerannuation counting his date of birth

from 1-3-1951. There is no sufficient material and this court cannot adiudicate

the issueon self-statementmade by the petitioner. Further, i|amedcoynsel for

the petitioner is not interested in taking some time to submit the document that

the age of superannuation is 60 years, in support of his case. Learned counsel

insists on deciding the case on avaiiabie documents. On the materiai available,

there is no merit In the case.

5) In view of foregoing, thjs petition is dismissed summarily. Consequently,

I.A.No.laiso standsdismissed. :~
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Satish K. Agnihotri
Judge ;
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